_ 8/17/72 

“ lifyour letter of the 13th not come today, I'd probably havo written you in ^ entirely 
different'' manner because of the snippets of infonmtion that have come to me unsought about 
t^WdiTS which you nave become involved and what it has done to you and your selective 
reaall L d your avoidances hidden by vigorous protest and irrelevant enclosure. You know me 
™-h+v -ell Sou know, for example, that an immediate concern after the despicable thing 

hap,* h hid. This in .tat ta. W on^ 

what I would have written you is already in letters to others and can be referred to later 
should there be any pojnt ^ without reference to you* but to wnat you have gotteii yourn l 
into). 80 , because it is clear that you will not permit youraeli to consider anytmrig but 
self i us tifi cation of the unjustifiable, 1 will ignore it and will make response to what 
you, l^ve written, nonetheless, I encourage you to consider wliat you have not, hav ®'^^» 

it was specific, to the bnd that if this thing does turn out as counts r-pro.uctively 

as oossible, you'll have fewer emptional ashes to heap. Y 

S of the realities you absolutely refuse to face I begin thrusting in your face. You 
accomplished nothing by what I regard as a dishonesty because 1 hud already told Cynl o 
that you sont hl». |jorr y, youx M in wtot ho call. "«ood ““f “f '• f 
dnuhi- received a carbon of your letter, has ceased taking credit for this himself, as he 
did at the outsat). I had stipulated confidentiality only ana the slight delay between my 
SieSt Of SSTialriS aid Ms being promptly infomed by phone was the very short time 
it took for Howard to send me a better body skeleton chart than 1 nad. Howard canoud 
sure will confirm this and much more because he has been triough all of 
not only for other reasons but because of Mo recent interest in thla. Cyril al-o had the 
not only finished before this entire thing came up, he d 

l u St Uehadal-ew parts, despite the fiction you love, including some 

piltu res he duplicated. So, you refuse to face the fact that you accomplished nothing but 

r ted 

” ■Usee it for both of you k» 

Product Of an enormous effort on my part while both of you were accumulating the comforts 
of life. There is nothing vrong with being comfortable, but there is much wrong with any 
kinflof sneakiness^ an7behind-the-back stuff like thia. And you were a sneak, you did do 
^ behSHtTback, you did know what my reaction would be, you did know what it would do 
toLii, you did know what it woudl do to our friendship, yet at a time when you can go ou 
° d buy a new car, you couldn't even phone me, not even to say you were going to do tMs? 

{£. Z \Z.Tnl noedn' t be a psychologist or a shrink to read tMs clearly. *ou tarn, at 
least subconsciously, that you were doing wrong. You knew, consciously, that 1 r \ 

h^ve you prate about friendsMp and all that kina of what is really shit? You 

now know that if you had phoned me you'd have, known that you did g^tot T<5a* 

\ in thc ., ork3 a t everybody's expense. You ignore Ms malparatcise business ana what tMs 
„ n Tn t uLtlS you now that when tMs is all over I have given Howard a documenta- 
tion that Ms* plans preclude the seriousness of purpose all you who are guilty, if ssoretjy 
S£lty abS K/done nothin ,g for so long you tell yourself was the only possibility. 
I^ill not tell him to toll you until tMs is all over, but when it is, you can see ior 
o UrQ elf that 1 am not now making up a convenience and I will tell Howard to give you a 
copy if you then want it. As of my moot recent knowledge, two days old, this is schedule 

for next week with the basic plans unclianged. several 

Among the tidngs you have chosen to ignore-ond again Howard has seen the file several 

times so'you can ask him tMs any time witliout any restriction from me, it must be a^out 
two years since I first saw the potential hazard in what I then knew was possiU. o, w ^ d 
out a plan thc essence of wMch I am sure Howard will recall, ana I wrote bynJ. anu • told Mm 

there was a way in wMch he and I could break thc whole damned thing open safely, he has 

to respond. Ho much for Ms purity of motive and unselfishness. /'Mch also means yoins, 

whether or not he now shifts. 
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There is the possibility that as in the past you have mislaid 3 tuff, 30 I'm not going 
to run any more risks with ouch "good conscience" by specific citations* 

However, there is, among people of principle, nothing that can be done to relieve an 
obligation to confidentiality except with the agreement of both parties# ^his you not only 
did not do, you did not even try# Ditto for Jerry# Tliat you ordered the documents you 
snot Cyril fronthe Archives is merely an acknowledgement of intent to be dishonest# You 
had agreed to confidentiality and you say no more than you evolved a crooked formula to 
pretend to yoursolf to got around it# But what you have not done and what you have not 
addressed in your enclosure of a ^'^rch 11, 1972 carbon of a letter to the Archives (long 
after your January visit here and our discussion of exactly this) is the fact tliat 
whether or not the Archives send you unso.icitedly the inventory to which you refer, I did 
send it to you in March two years earlier .You were then, under agreed-to conditions of 
confidentiality, a duplicate depository for mo nd I zsent you everything. Weed. I remind 
you that we couldn't begin ti afford the copying alone? But we trusted you and your word 
and I did, with hours and hours in addition invested, send you everything I got# Frankly, 

I have no reason to beloeve the Archives did send you that inventory when you include an 
irrelevant carbon copy rather than the letter vdth which they sent it# They send NOTHING FREE. 
You haVK to have had the offer or an agreement for them to charge your account# But even if 
they did, you had earlier gotten precisely this inventory from me, again in confidence# And 
if they sent you one separately that did not relieve you of your obligation to me or to 
your own honor and integrity# 

But even here you defeat yourself, and this for your own future you must face. These 
are your words-and you can’t cite the inventory as a source: 

"I am not sure whether tfch last item is the Navy Cert# od death signed by Admiral Burkley, 
If it is not the laic] I would likeisa copy of that certificate which was made out in 
Bethesda." 

Now, oh soulfit of protesting purity, I challenge you to find this in that inventory! 

It is not there. Why you had any doub. I don't lnow, since you had a copy of the new last 
part and that chapter is titled "An original and Six Pink Copies#" You denude yourself, 
and instead of protesting you should be hiding your face! 

Your veruaopening sentence of this si ef -serving stupidity you wrote Hgoads is but more 
selfOdisclose and sdfOdefmatation: "I am writing you with regard to the records of the 
V/arron Commission*" You know and you then knew God damned well that these are NOT records 
of the Warren Commission, not onlt because I told you, not only because you knew they had 
been withheld, but because I had sent you copies of everything relevant# And if you had 
by some chance fprgotten all of that, you knew the whfrbe F.*. story from the full PM which 
you also had* 

So don't look to me for emotional figleafB, and don t disgrace yourself by sending me 
selfOserving and now it ia apparent deliberately deceitful letters# You wrot ehti disreputa- 
ble letter about five months after Cyril applied and long after I told you he had# Who the 
hell but yourself do you expect to kind with this kind of shildishness?Your letter is 
dated March 11, 1972# I sent you thi3 stuff in 3/70 and t e referred to material earlier# 

¥ou were here and we discussed all of this-and I'll see if I have the axaot date-January 
10,19*20, 1972# You saw whatever you wanted then* And I remind t you of the considerateness 
you then showed and aging and to your knowledge very tirinf mani you were still, in pajamas 
when I had driven 90 miles to pick you up at the appointed time# 

Gary, do not expect mo to spare you. You can't undo what you havedone, but I will do 
what I can to make you face it, and your own trainings should tell you that at some point 
thi is your need* ft doesn't od me a damned bit of good to take this time. 

So, you ordered a Burkley document when his name is not mentioned in the inventory, 
regardless of where you got that inventory, your order what was signed in Bethesda, when 
that was also not mentioned in the inventory, you suy these are Warren Commission records 
at the begijnning, and now you try to tell me yours are the skirts of Caesar's wife! Man, 
if your own nose can't ell you ^.diat this is, is it possible your eyes can't and dontt? 

Bot as the devil with scripture with wliich to £oy but as one who loved you and would 
have loved to bo able to continue to, let me quote from your letter about this, and then 
get tourseslf a real big shovel:"#. .not absolutely sure when I ordered them wha they 
were." Not sure that it was in Bethesda so you specified Bethesda only: Not sure that it 
wa3 with Burkley' s signature so you specify that, too? Not sure becuause you had seen the 
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whole damned tiling here less than throe months earlier? It is readily apparent is that 
the one tiling of wliich you weren't sure is tliat this inventory described precisely that 
which you deliberately intended to steal* No ithor doubt is in any way indicated, and this 
is something I suggest you try to transfer from your subconsious to your conscious it it 
was ever in your subconscious. 

Khat the hell do you mean "despite your implication that I got that list from you." 

You know damned well that as of tliat time I sent you everything* But prithee, tell me 
still again how you knew to specify what was NOT in the inventory? 

I never sais the only place you could have gotten it va3 from me. You invent tliat* 

I do not even dispute that raaybe the Archives did sent it to you, though I note that when 
you could have sent evidence of this you failed and instead stupidly sent what amounts to 
a full confession* 

You have yet to explain th±3 jazz of "Curll, who certainly lias need of it"* ^ere yuu 
are in good company. Why dies he have need for it except for literary thievery? You yourself 
said in January and X am sure earlier that those who sire out of it should sfc&y out of it* 

Cyril has never yet been in it on his own* What 1 this need for an examination of what he 
has not, genius, allowed hiself time to examine? 

Oh, Gary, with all of this you say, "a document I had to practically stumble on 
given how inactive I now am in the case." Are you so 3ick, so completeky without shame? 

Not only is there the past, but we went over all of thi3 in January. Remember your advice? 
^obody else except Raul and Howard were doing any work and I should isolate myself from 
everyone else? You "stumbled" on what I first gave you years ago, then gave you in a book 
you got me involved in No •: with, then went over with in close detail in January, and now 
you "stumbl" on it? What in the world has happened to you, to the man I thought I knew? 

Next you go into my statement, as you put it, as though you have not seen all of it 
and we did not go over all of it also together, "based on your statement tliat you had 
•gotten it from the Secret Service 1 ". The truly incredible follows: "Never once had you told 
mo that it was in the archives when I was at your place visiting and we discussed it *? 

The fil^ and my copies, the ones you saw, begin with a covering letter from om Kelley* 

You don t have to remember that. Th e separate heading on this, despite your ’whistling- 
past-the-graveyard deception in your letter of 3/1 i/72 with some care distinguishes this 
from WO mate* rial: "Related Material Received in 1969 from the Secret Service." They use caps. 

Can't you be honest about iiilYTIIING? 

■uo you know of anything that was every given spontaneously to the Archives by any agency? 
Mus I remind Jou scex that you have all the memos, all the many letters , leading up to 
this delivery to the Archives and your own repeated, include herein, caution about the 
advertising to solicit roisuse by the buts and irresponsible, who you have now joined? 

There is not a single step of my work on this you do not have and didn't liave contemporaneously* 

I tell you frAnkly Nil told mo to 3top wasting tills time. She read your letter 
only when she came in and asked me what X was doing. And I tliink liaving spent tills much 
time I really should recognize tliat if tills i3 not really a waste of time, your writing 
this kind of letter makes you not worth the time I liave been talking to save you from the 
potential of your own disroputability to begin with and such dishonest as would tax the 
Commission* s lawyer in tills letter. 

I'll be short r with the rest. With this history, this record’ of your own making you 
next reject© my charges, expres resentment based on long friendship, iyou have wuite a 
def nition) and say of me "You have made charge after charge by bending the facts or ignoring 
alternative explanation". Given the foregoing and to this day the absence of anything worth 
even looking at, I'd sjriJLl like to be persuaded that the man I loved wa3 worthy of it and 
is not as dishonest as you have in tills mailing alone made yourself* The rest of this graph 
1 ignore encept tliat sub-Grade B stuff, "I am as saddened th.t yiu make such charges and 
lAy waste to a long friendship.* . "I, did this, oh your record in this Dialling alone? 

This tears me up bec5^uoe of the feeling 1 did have for you, 1 30 I m going to stop* If 
when I resume besides my typos you find a di'scontinuousnes3, you II undortand it* If you would. 

I' vo let several hours pass because this is not pleasant, and ..ith the other problems 
we have to confront even less 30. But I not only tell you, I defy you to porve otherwise: 

There ( is no single substantial statement in your entire letter that is honest or correct* 

I can t say that badly about the Warren AC eport, and there i3, to me, a difference, I never 
held strong personal feelings about any of the scum involved in that* The remaining tiling 
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ha 3 to do with what you can't even identify correctly, ^ou refer to the GA files qnd 
the tilings on Oswald as an Agent. They are, rather, the GAI files. When you are probably 
correct in saying tliat rather tlian using Lay account, which I told you to do, you usea your 
own. I've never wasted the time to try and keep hooks on my Arcliives account and tld s 
is the kind of think I'd have expected of you, 30 I can gredit that, ^asically, however, 
it is irrelevant and the overall cost was greatest to mo. I made copies for you and Paul 
for example, at greater cost that yours. 

After all tliis time 1 wouldn't want to have to sv/ear to it, but my recollection is 
pretty clear. Paul knew that Hal at least was coming. I don't think it was my idea but Paul's 
that I ask him to check tf&s file. Whether it was Pool's or mine tliat this would si 10 I 
don't oretend to remeber. It could have been either or both. But he and I have worked 
together on this and on other tldngs, begirrdng when we first met in the Archives, v^uite 
the contrary of the kind of self-deception you practise in your ostrich-like behavior and 
thinking, if tliat is the . ord, there liave been so few secrets between us that it may well 
be that he has copies of some on my handwritten notes I'vo Penned for him on some aspects 
of my entirely independent investigations that I've not even taken time to type. I have in 
minf what I think I wrote him on a plane from Dallas to Chicago. I know I did write him in 
longhand, a special kind of strtute, but he lias never complained about it. The question 
here is not one of your deceptiveneos, of property. Go far from the truth is this that, while 
I won't waste the time on the kind of man self -exposed in your letter of the 13 th to go 
through the files for a copy for you, if, indeed, I liuven t alroaay sent it, I have done 
these things against personal and property interests on tliis oubject: I've encouraged 
Paul to w-dte a book in direct competition with one I first and long planned, one stemming 
from my initial work; I've sont liim carbons of every damned word of tliat book I've written; 
and I've encouraged liim to como here and go through my files before he does any writing. 

Id t i 3 doesn't take care of selfishness and i^roperty, I believe the flaw is in you. Ask 
him. I not only invite you to -I dare you to. 

But despite what you now say about your intentions of years ago, the fact is that I 
asked you to cia^.e an examination of those pages. I am certain wo can find Paul' 3 letter 
making the suggestion that the GAI files be examined, and 1 recall none on tliis from you, 
written or verbal. % recollection of tliat entire period is tliis clear: I recall you were 
delayed getting here, 30 concerned that I liave the police looking for you. 

There were other things you got. Dutifully and without compensation, I copies them 
all when the Arcliives sent them here. There was, for example, much on deMohrenschildt , the 
Paines (trivialities at best), a whole scries in the 900 range. Is my recollection clear 
enough, for your age or mine? 

I can't sppre you your own words, "what Y have dug up." Pray tell me what besides 
suspesion you liave dug up? Not tliis stuff, for if not all, at least part originated with 
Paul. Y/hat else? Kaola-P? The people to wliom I took you when you wore here? Ylliat one thing 
of consequence is there tliat is yours for ail your effort? you force this bluntness on me, 
in your own interest, whether or not you no w so regard it. Gettinf me to see Mondale '3 
Herb Japser? I did it. I made a trip to Y/ashington because you wanted it, spent a day with 
him at the Arcliives, and only terrified liim and ^ondalc since, no los. than I indicated to 
you earlier was inevitable in trying to discourage you from such ventures unless they yielded 
you a return tliat would help your work. 

I don't think tliis is irrelevant. Having this longing tliat is not yours alone, having 
all tliis work tliat lias yielded nothing of consequence, and most of all, having quit for godd 
reason, and a career, particularly a career tliat can be socially useful is a good reason, 
you ore eaten by soncience, feeling you owe an obligation to do some tiling. Having not been 
able to do it on your own, you liave hidden yourself into a vicarious doing on somebody 
el 3 e's back, and all your lies and distortions, those sins you attribute to me, are leqafc 
unkind to you so interpreted. 

The question here is not of property but of misuse, another of your self-deceptions. 

You prefer trjcLng to contrive something with which you can live, audit seems easier alleging 
a conscious msire presentation. You go so far tliat you can't even tell the truth abou who 
wont through what files. If you dispute what follows, I gave you a direct clialreggn again: 
ask Hal, and ask him to send copies to me. (Not tliat existing files will not disclose it)) 

The evasiveness of your chois£ of ^ords I'll quote I will not point-they don't need it: 

" I did not neud you to toll me to read through the GA files. You didn't. You and Hal 
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divided them, I think I could come close to telling you which did which. But is it less 
than the truth that you did not do this alone, the representation of your paragraph on this? 

Take tills ego to your therapist. I don't go for it, I'm not conned with it, and I'm 
not giving you an emotional placebo. 

the way, I am not sending a carbon of tide to hal or any critic except Howard. 

Because of the beginning, this I feel -** must doo. I am also aware ssst ol and have ij_inored 
the close to wliolesale distributions by you and Jerry* 1 have not done io and will not. X 
may decide to send a copy to Wary but I haven't made uo my mind. If X do, I will also a3k 
her to return it. 

You asked for the return of the carbon, t is enclosed. Y 0 u say you arc"sorry 
to see tilings go like this". The time for this was when you arranged it, not in re pro- 
spect and self- justification. If you do not intend to write again, that is where I began. 

I'd prefer it that way. But I again ask you for the return of everything I sent you. I 
can't compel it but I do want it. I think it servos your interest for your judgement in 
not this case alone is at best dubious. Bed is another. You knew of him wiiat you did not 
tell us until you confessed it in January. That you would send to us recommedning trust a 
roan not only emotionally ill and unstable and guilt— ridden as you knew him to bo was bad 
enough. But that in addition you Knew and didn't tell us about that disgraceful tiling of 
his talking about the shrink who was laying the woman patient and the disasters he brought 
to pass thereby - well, no characterization of thi3 kind of judgement is necessary. You 
may have intended well, but with mature judgement you didn't do well. So if the question 
is not of motive, it remains of judgement, hy concern is not that you have these tilings but 
that in nagging self— justification you misuse or permit misuse ol them. So, I think your 
own interest is served by their return -ajl copies. 

Incidontly, 1 have no plans for doing any tiling about anything. But if developments 
indicate the need for doing anything also about anything or anybody, I will be capable to 
at least attempting what I think then will be necessary, and if I do, you would be well 
advised to be as far out of it as you can be, for if I liave to fight, what I have felt of 
you in the past will be far from the front of my mind of my immediate condems. Bet the 
evils you have already done ana the lies you have already told be the end if it. Even if 
hothing happens, there is no way you can come out of this clean. So, don't dirty yourself 
more. There" is nothing you can do to make right out of wrong, anymore than there is anything 
I can do to undo that v/hich ha 3 been done by you an< others. At some pint all this gilding 
is going to peel and what you will then see of wiiat you have already done will be too much. 

It is pretty unsightly. 

Perhaos tne gha ±x most ghastly thing of all in the light of what you have done, 
with Bed and with Cyril and with your knowledge of the enormous labor and cost Bn, and I 
have in wha you have done everytiiing within your power to kill is the conclusion, 

"Best of luck in the coming years" .Boy, for a man who deals with the kind and its workings 
this is a shocker. Akin to the shrink and his misused couch. Your record on this good^luck 
bit i r> one you should examine, to yourself, not to me. First when there is within your 
special competence the possibility of our helping us, that you don't do. (incidently, 
that is the one part I can understand, if I felt it less than unselfishness, loss than a 

manif estimation of genuine friendship.) Thep you do everytiiing you can to hurt us, and 

even that like a sneak. Then, knowing the possibility of hurt from what you did to all of 
us, you did that* to o. iingt you have the gall to wish us good luck? Or the lack of sensitivity 

to telj. you that with your record these words can mean somet h i n g to you only, and then only 

if you deceive yourself? There are words and there is performance. I go on the latter. If 
I begin by trusting everyone, perhaps a fault, and I remember your cautions, I have your 
own record against which to measure your words. Your appropriately yellow carbin tliaT 
I return herewith is too much. 

How you may also ldd yourslef into beloove that I had to unload and hence tnis time 
ana length. I don't need that kind of relief, not now. I have done much the same with Jerry?! 
and for the same reason. The mind is your sphere, not mine. But I think if nothing bad comes 
from wiiat you have clone, you'd best go back to your therapist, for the time will come when 
you can no longer deceive yourself. That may be a pretty rough time. If you have brought 
several to us, we still do not wish it on you. 

You don't liave to tell me why it took more than six weeks before you could even jbretend 
to answer, ^ou liave made it obvious. 


